
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEXRING -- February 23, 1966 

Appeal #8617 through 8626 Herman and Lorra ine  Schmidt e t  a l ,  a p p e l l a n t s  

The Zoning Administrator  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t h e  following 
Order was entered  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on March 4, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE WTE OF ORDER: A p r i l  12, 1966 
ORDERED: 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  permission t o  e r e c t  groups of garden type  apartment 
bui ld ings  a s  s i n g l e  bui ld ings ,  a va r i ance  from t h e  FAR, l o t  occupancy, and 
s i d e  yard requirements,  paragraph 3307.1, and f o r  permission t o  l o c a t e  of f -  
s t r e e t  parking spaces anywhere on t h e  l o t  upon which t h e  main bui ld ings  a r e  
loca ted  a t  A t l a n t i c  and Barnaby S t r e e t s ,  S.E., l o t s  1 through 32 i n c l u s i v e  
and l o t  76, square 6157, be granted. 

From t h e  records  and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearing,  t h e  
Board f i n d s  t h e  following f ac t s :  

(1) Appel lan t ' s  proper ty  i s  loca ted  i n  t h e  R-5-A D i s t r i c t .  

(2) Appellants  propose t o  e r e c t  garden-type apartment bui ld ings  wi th in  
d i v i s i o n  walls. 

(3) Appellants  request  an FAR of .9 i n s t ead  of .65, which i s  p resc r ibed  
by t h e  Zoning Regulations. 

(4) Appel lan ts '  proposed bui ld ings  w i l l  occupy 30% of t h e  l o t  a r e a  
in s t ead  of 25% as prescr ibed  by t h e  Zoning Regulations, 

( 5 )  Appel lan ts '  p roper ty  has an  i r r e g u l a r  shape and c o n s i s t s  of 
s eve re  grades. 

(6) Appellants  a s s e r t  t h a t  t h e  topography prevents  t h e i r  proufdd,ng 
100% parking on t h e  proper ty  and providing two s i d e  yards f o r  each group of 
bui ld ings ,  each of which i s  20 f e e t  i n  width, 

(7) There was no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  r e g i s t e r e d  a t  
t h e  pub l i c  hearing,  

OP W ION: 
The Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  appe l l an t s  have proven a case  of 

hardship wi th in  t h e  provis ions  of Sec t ion  8207.11 of t h e  Zoning Regulations. 
Such hardship is evidenced by t h e  topographical  problems confronted i n  t h e  
a r e a  and t h e  i r r e g u l a r  shape of a p p e l l a n t s '  property.  In t h e  ~ o a r d ' s  view 
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t h e  waiver of t h e  s i d e  yard requirements and t h e  FAR of .9 with an excessive 
l o t  occupancy w i l l  not r e s u l t  i n  a detriment t o  t h e  publ ic  good and such 
r e l i e f  may be granted without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose, 
and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone p lan  a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Map. 

The Board a l s o  f inds  t h a t  t h e  appel lants  have proven a hardship within 
t h e  meaning of t h e  var iance  c lause  of t h e  Zoning Regulations a s  it i s  imprac- 
t i c a b l e  t o  l o c a t e  t h e  parking spaces i n  accordance with Section 7205,31 of 
t h e  Regulations, Further ,  t h e  proposed parking l o t s  fu rn i sh  reasonable and 
convenient parking f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  t h e  occupants of t h e  s t r u c t u r e s  which 
they a r e  designed t o  serve. The proposed parking w i l l  not adversely a f f e c t  
adjo in ing property. 

F inal ly ,  t h e  Board concludes t h a t  t h e  e rec t ion  of t h i s  group of apar t -  
ment buildings w i l l  not a f f e c t  adversely the  present  charac ter  o r  f u t u r e  
development of t h e  neighborhood, The apartment buildings,  located i n  t h e  
R-5-A D i s t r i c t  w i l l  be i n  harmony with t h e  general  purpose and i n t e n t  of 
t h e  Zoning Regulations, 


